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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 November 2007 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-22 and 25-36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-15.32 and 34-36 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 16-22.25-31 and 33 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 19 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants' arguments, filed 11/1 3/2007 and 1 0/5/2007, have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not 

reiterated from previous office actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections 
and/or objections are either reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete 
set presently being applied to the instant application. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see pp.1 2-1 4, filed 10/5/2007, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 16-22, 26-31 and 33 under 35 USC 102(b) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made under 35 
USC 103, which is outlined below. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see p. 14, 3''M"^ paragraphs, filed 10/5/2007, with 
respect to the double patenting rejection have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The provisional rejection of claims 16-31 and 33 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 19 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

5. Claim 19 depicts a formula with substituents that do not fall into any category of 
nor further limit the R2 and R3 groups of the claim 18 structure. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

9. Claims 16-22, 25-31 , 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over de Fonseca, et al. ("An anorexic lipid mediator regulated by feeding"; 
2001 Nov; Nature; 414:209-212) and Di Marzo, et al. ("Leptin-regulated 
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endocannabinoids are involved in maintaining food intake"; 2001 Apr; Nature; 410: 822- 
825). 

De Fonseca teaches oleylethanolamide (OEA) administration causes a decrease 
in food intake and a decrease in body mass gain (abstract; p. 209, Figures 1 & 2); OEA 
was administered daily 15 minutes before food presentation (parenteral administration 
of a unit dose; p. 21 1 , Feeding Experiments section). De Fonseca does not teach the 
combination of OEA with rimonabant in a pharmaceutical composition. Di Marzo 
teaches CB1 knockout mice and mice to which the CB1 antagonist SRI 41 71 6A 
(rimonabant) had been administered reduced food intake in the mice (abstract; p. 822, 
1 ®' paragraph. Figure 1 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine OEA and rimonavant into a pharmaceutical 
composition for reduction of food intake and decrease in body mass in a unit dosage 
format for parenteral or oral administration to give the pharmaceutical composition of 
the instant claims. The motivation to combine the ingredients is their art-recognized 
equivalent activities in the reduction of food intake. The motivation to formulate an oral 
unit dosage formulation would be the ease of administration at a set interval before 
meals and the resulting patient compliance to a therapy regimen. The criteria recited in 
claim 25 would be inherent property of the specific combination including the elected 
compounds. 

Conclusion 

10. No claim is allowed. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TIMOTHY P. THOMAS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8994. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:30 a.m. 
- 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ardin Marschel can be reached on (571) 272-0718. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Timothy P Thomas/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1614 

/Ardin Marschel/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1614 



